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AUTHORIZING CONSTRUCTION AT AIR FORCE INSTALLA- 
TIONS, AND FOR OTHER. PURPOSES 


Mr. douNnson of Texas, from the Committee on Armed Services, 


submitted the following 
REPORT 
[To accor 


The Committee On Armed Services, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5425) to authorize construction at Air Force installations, and 
for other purposes, having considered the same, report favorably there- 
on with an amendment and recommend that the bill, as amended, do 
pass. 


\MENDMENT TO THE BILL 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and substitute new language 
PURPOSE OF THE BILI 


The purpose of the bill is to authorize construction at three separate 
Air Force installations, which construction will be in lieu of and in 
the nature of a substitute for construction authorizations at three 
other Air Force installations now provided in Public Law 1 
second Congress. 


5D. Kighty- 
DISCUSSION OF THE BILL 


The bill as passed by the House of Representatives provides con- 
struction authorization at the substitute air bases requested by the 
Department of the Air Force, but makes no deletion of authorization 
now provided in Public Law 155, Kighty-second Congress, for those 
bases for which substitutions are beme made. The committee 
amended the bill by substituting language in the form of an amend- 
ment to Public Law 155, Eighty-second Congress. The substitute 
language provides identical authorizations as passed by the House of 
Representatives and deletes duplicate authorizations in Public Law 
155. Kighty-second Congress. 

(a) Public Law 155, Eighty-second Congress, provides an authoriza- 
tion in the amount of $43,478,000 to construct an Air Force facility 
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at Friendship International Airport, Baltimore, Md., to accommodate 
the Atlantic Air Terminal for the Military Air Transport Service 
Subsequent to the approval of that request by the Congress, negotia- 
tions between Air Force representatives and officials of the airport 
authority developed the fact that the airport authorities desired to 
maintain the maximum amount of civilian air traffic at the airport, 
and that this desire produced an irreconcilable conflict with the in- 
tended use of the base by the Air Force. The only alternative was to 
move to another site. In this case the Air Force desires to move this 
activity to an existing permanent base of the Air Force: MeGuire Air 
Force Base, Wrightstown, N. J. 

The construction pl: anned at Frie ndship was 10-year life construe- 
tion, whereas a portion of the construction such as the hospital, 
certain warehouses, and a portion of the troop barracks which are 
being transferred to McGuire Air Force Base will be permanent type 
or 25-vear-life construction. This fact accounts for an increase of 
$7,494,000 for the construction at McGuire over the anticipated cost 
of the construction at Friendship. Even though McGuire is a per- 
manent base, the majority of the construction under this authoriza- 
tion will be 10-year type of construction. The only permanent 
construction is that which ts required at McGuire to make it conform 
to a permanent base within a 48-wing Air Force. 

(b) Public Law 155, Eighty-second Congress, provided an author- 
ization of $22,303,000 for the reactivation of Hammer Field, Fresno, 
Calif., to accommodate a heavy a reconnaissance wing. Sub- 
sequent to the passage of the bill, the City Council of Fresno, Calif., 
unanimously adopted a resolution protesting the reactivation of 
Hammer Field as a heavy bomber base. Since the Air Force must 
continuously carry on negotiations with the officials of the cities 
adjac ent to their bases to work out housing problems and numerous 
other matters in the interest of the Air Force personnel based at such 
locations, it is the general policy of the Air Force not to establish 
bases adjacent to cities where the official sentiment of the city officials 
is In opposition to such establishment. 

In the present case the Air Force desires to move the proposed 
activity to Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, Calif., some 30 miles 
north of San Francisco. Travis Air Force Base is an Air Force facility 
which is already in operation but which will accommodate the heavy 
bombardment reconnaissance wing at a cost of $18,801,000, which is 

3,502 000 less than would have been required at Hammer Air Force 
Base. 

(c) Public Law 155, FE ignty -second Congress, provided an authori- 
zation of $19,063,000 for facilities at Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, 
Nebr. Within that authorization was included $6,355,000 to accom- 
modate an all-weather fighter interceptor wing. Offutt Air Force 
Base is headquarters for the Strategic Air Command, and it was de- 
sirable to have the fighter interceptor wing based at that installation. 
However, subsequent to the approval of the item by the Congress, 
detailed engineering tests developed what is known as “radar echo”’ 
at the base. This was due to the configuration of the terrain. It would 
have produced a very dangerous flying hazard for pilots who were 
landing under flying conditions which required instrument landings. 

This bill would authorize accommodations in the amount “of 
$1,746,000, a reduction of $4,609,000, at Sioux City, Iowa, to accom- 
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modate this fighter wing. 
facility is in the same general vicinity, approximately 100 miles north 
of Offutt Air Force Base. 
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